Application No. 10/528,692 
Amendment dated October 4, 2006 
Reply to Office Action of July 6, 2006 



Docket No.: 21029-00287-USl 



REMARKS 

In view of the above amendment, applicant believes the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 

The Office Action and prior art relied upon have been carefully considered. In an effort to 
expedite the prosecution the original claims 1-3 have been cancelled and corresponding clarified 
claims 4-6 have been added. The claims attend to the points raised by the Examiner in 
connection with his rejection of claims 1-3 on the basis of 35 USC 1 12. 

Claims 1-3 were rejected under 35 USC 102(b). The following comments explain the 
distinction between cited Japanese references. 

The claimed method is for reducing the amount of wastewater treatment station sludge 
that first performs wastewater purification with fixed biological cultures fi'om which excess 
sludge is extracted intermittently during phases of washing and unclogging. Then, the water from 

the washing phase that provides fixed biological cultures is subjected to biological activated 
sludge treatment. This utilization of fixed biological cultures is different from the cited 
references. 

The reactor washing water with fixed cultures according to the invention are sent to a 
sohd/liquid separator, and not to the treated water as is done in the '994 and 780 references. 

Further, the outlet of this latter stage (separator 9) does not recycle effluent to the front 
end of the water treatment line. 

Claim 1 stresses the difference between the claimed invention and the '994 and 780 
references in respect of activated sludge production by fixed biological cultures (cleaning water 
pollution) and a stage of sludge reduction in biological sludge treatment by activated sludge 
using free cultures. 
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Thus, the amended claims are believed to avoid further rejection on the basis of being 
anticipated by the cited references. To visualize this reference is made to the attached colored 
figures representing: Fig 2 (present application) and the cover sheet figures of the '994 and 780 
references. Similar components per se are similarly colored and summarized in the table below. 



Fig 2 of the Invention 


'994 


'780 








Treatment platform 2 


Treatment platform 2 


Treatment platform 1 


Separators 6 and 9 


Separators 4, 1 1 


Separators 2, 5 


RSP Device 3 


RSP Device 18 


RSP Device 3 


Reactor 8 


Reactor 9 


Reactor 4 



Incidentally, the Attorney Docket No. on the cover sheet of the Office Action is incorrect. 
Applicant requests that the record be corrected to indicate: 21029-00287-USl. 

In view of the above, consideration and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In the event the Examiner believes an interview might serve to advance the prosecution 
of this application in any way, the undersigned attorney is available at the telephone number 
noted below. 
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The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees, or credit any overpayment, 
associated with this communication, including any extension fees, to CBLH Deposit Account 
No. 22-0185, under Order No. 21029-00287-USl fi-om which the undersigned is authorized to 
draw. 



Dated: October 4, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 

By ^/Morris Liss/ 

Morris Liss 

Registration No .: 24,5 1 0 
CONNOLLY ROVE LODGE & HUTZ LLP 
1990 M Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 331-7111 
(202) 293-6229 (Fax) 
Attorney for Applicant 
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